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Attached is the translation which you requested hy lette 


dated 


The contents thereof, where pertinent, must he reported l, 
under appropriate captions and afforded whatever investigative 
attention is necessary. 

Disposition of the foreign language material submitted in 
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TRANSLATION J?ROM JAPANESE 


To: |_ 
Prom: 


I am glad that you arc bach. Thanks for your 
trouble, I noted the matter in your letter of July 21. 


TRANSLATED BY- 

I cea . 1 * 

September 13, 1966 «' \f 
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Mai* iniorii&tiot d3htaimed 

HEREIN IS TJKTCLUSSIFTED 
ITE OS“28-“201€ BY J86J43T30 MX, 
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TRANSLATION FROM JAPANESE 


" CONVERSATION T/ITH PROFESSOR C. JOHNSON OF THE UNIVERSITY 
OF CALIFORNIA " (July 29, I960, KDK No, 58) 


Inviting Associate Professor Chalmers Johnson of the 
University of California, who had been engaged in research 
work in Tokyo since last May* to the Institute, a conversation 
was held from 10:30 a.ra. to 2:00 p.m., July 28, I960, and views 
were exchanged on the problems of Communist China and Vietnam. 
The points of the conversation, which seem to be important, 
are summarized as follows: 

NOTE 


Professor Johnson is a distinguished disciple of 
Professor Scalappi and an able young scholar, who has become 
well known in Japan by his book on the case of Sorge. Prior 
to his arrival in Japan, he had stayed in Hong Kong and Saigon 
for a long time and expects to return homo around August 5. 

The conversation was held in the form of asking my 
opinion from Professor Johnson. The subjects taken up by 
Professor Johnson were all those I wanted to take up and after 
stating his opinion on each subject. Professor Johnson asked 
for my opinion. I gained much from it as it was a piquant 
conversation. 

b6 

The first problem taken up was the proletarian cultural revo- b7c 
lution of Communist China, However, my opinion was expressed 
in the July 12 edition of ”World Weekly” and a copy of it was 
forwarded to Professor Johnson by I I of the East Asian 

Library, the University of California. In general wo agreed 
on the opinion, 

NOTE 


During his stay in Hong Kong, Professor Johnson 
mostly studied the Liberation Army under the command of LIN 
Piao, 2631/1753, and its social position in Communist China. 
He briefly explained them. As his report began to appear 
serially in ’’Current Scene” on July 1* it is omitted here 
(the first part has arrived and it is under study). 


TRANSLATED BY: A ^ 

_ cca 

September 13, 1966 










In the course of exchanging views. Professor Johnson 
stated that the revolutionary idea of MAO Tse-tung was not pure 
Marxism as it existed before Marxism* When the question of pure 
Marxism was raised* I stated that the revolutionary idea of 
MAO Tse-tung is an old traditional Chinese revolutionary idea, 
and as Marx-Leninism was applied to this idea, if could be called 
’’Primitive Marxism," and that Marxism, which was developed in 
accordance with the practical conditions in the Soviet Union 
and Europe, might be called "Pure Marxism,” Professor Johnson 
also stated that Marxism was generally accepted in the present 
international Communist movement. Basically we had no differ¬ 
ences of opinion. 

The next problem taken up was the problems of Communist China’s 
nuclear development and Japan’s security.Professor Johnson 
asked me about the following questions: 

A, The United States takes an optimistic view of Communist China’s 
threats because it will take more than 10 years before it can 
develop the nuclear weapons and their delivery system* and it 
does not seem to be fully concerned about the imminent threats 
of Communist China’s nuclear weapons to Japan* What about 
this point? 

£2) In the practical sense. Communist China may not use nucloar 
weapons against Japan. However, with the backing of nucloar 
weapons* it possibly might engage in threatening propaganda 
and agitations against Japan. In other words, Communist China 
may uso nuclear weapons as a psychological means. What about 
this point? 

(3) Recently university professors seriously discussed Japan * s security 
problem. Newspapers and magazines also seem to have taken up 
this question. What are the cause and motive? 

(4> When the existing security treaty expires in 1970, Japan and 
the United States should, in view of the changed situation, 
talk together on an equal footing and should, keeping the Ja¬ 
panese people’s sentiment in mind, reconsider the problems of 
military bases and United States Armed Forces in Japan* What 
about this point? 

My views in response to the above questions wore 
expressed as follows i 



A. I expressed my full agreement on tiie points of Nos* (1) and 
(2). Concerning the point of No, (2) in particular, 1 pointed 
out that when the security treaty was renewed in 1960, the 
Soviet Onion constantly employed nuclear threats through several 
diplomatic notes and propaganda and agitations and that at this 
time. Communist China would probably employ nuclear threats 
through threatening propaganda and agitations in order to divide 
the Japanese people*s opinion and promote the mass struggle. 

In the meantime, I stated that the Japanese people, depending 
on the United States nuclear retaliatory power as well as in 
1960, would not be disturbed, but we strictly watch the infil¬ 
tration of the left wing into the simple masses and an extension 
of its influence among them, 

B. Concerning the point of No, (3)* Professor Johnson seemed to 
have expected me to say that the security discussion of Japan 
was caused by the nuclear development of Communist China* How¬ 
ever, without touching this problem, I pointed out that in his 
speech of administration policies before the regular session 

of the Diet, Premier Sato positively took up the security problem, 
that in an argument with the opposition parties in the Diet, 
the Premier displayed his positive attitude toward the security 
problem, and that the Government and the Liberal-Democratic 
Party published a positive opinion on the security problem, I 
also explained that the Government and the Liberal-Democratic 
Party, having changed the passive attitude, took the initiative 
from the opposition parties, sincerely discussed the security 
problem with the people and tried hard to make them understand 
the necessity of the Japanese-American security treaty. Professor 
Johnson appeared to be deeply impressed, 

C. Concerning the point of No, (4), I agreed on the point that 
Japan and the United States should talk together on an equal 
footing, but expressed a slightly different view on the problems 
of military bases and United States Armed Forces in Japan, 

a. Full consideration should be given to the Japanese people’s 
sentiment, The Democratic Socialist Party advocates the 
retention of United States Armed Forces in an emergency, which 
is similar to your view. The theory of the Democratic Socialist 
Party means an increase of the Self-Defense Forces, This is 
merely an idealistic view because the Self-Defense Forces are 
not well equipped to defend Japan until military support arrives 
from the United States. 

b. Constant preparations to meet an emergency are required in 
modern warfare. Only full preparations to meet an emergency 
can effectively prevent war, and the type of military alliance 
that existed in the 19th century and in the early part of the 
20th century can no longer prevent modern war. 
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e. The arbitrary action of General de Gaulle, who did not under¬ 
stand this point, weakened the position of NATO to meet an 
emergency. The situation of Asia is more serious than that of 
Europe. In order to meet an emergency provoked by the Soviet 
Union and Communist China* the retention of United States Armed 
Forces and military bases in Japan is necessary for some time* 

3D. I stated that in view of the nuclear development of Communist 
China, the Japanese people gradually saw the necessity of the 
Japanese-American security treaty, and we have gained our con¬ 
fidence to make the majority of the people understand the 
necessity, but the only present obstacle is that the people 
have an uneasy feeling about the Vietnam war the escalation 
of which may lead to a Sino-American war and the involvement 
of Japan into it. t also pointed out that although there was 
no possibility of Communist China's intervention and the White 
House was holding firmly the line of de-escalation, the prob¬ 
lem was the trend of American public opinion. 

E* In connection with this, I suggested the following points: 

a. Opening of a world-wide political war against the plans of 
Communist China* 

b. Recapturing the initiative in the battle field against the 
Viet Cong with a superior air force and its air maneuverability, 

c. Adopting of a drastic reform policy in order to win the people's 
support while suppressing the Viet Cong. 

I stated that I had nothing further to add as the 
above three points were taken care of by the United States. 
However, I stressed, as the most important thing today, the 
creation of a peaceful atmosphere in Vietnam by alienating 
Hanoi from Peking thereby a de-escalation of the war could 
possibly be brought about* 

Professor Johnson expressed his complete agreement 
( an explanation is made in KDK No. 57 ). 

3. In this manner the conversation was shifted to the problem of 

Vietnam. Professor Johnson made the following important state¬ 
ment : 


"I had talks with American diplomats and military 
personnel in Saigon. All of them expressed their dissatisfaction 
with Japan because Japan was taking a critical attitude with¬ 
out assisting the United States in spite of the fact that Japan 
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was making most profit in the Vietnam war. This is a dangerous 
trend in the future relations between Japan and the United 
States,” 


When I made the following explanation. Professor 
Johnson agreed with me: 

Japan is supporting the United States policy in Vietnam with 
every political* economic, and technical means (except military 
means), The American diplomats and military personnel are not 
satisfied with Japan because Japan does not assist the United 
States militarily and the anti-Vietnam war force is strong in 
Japan, 

The reason why Japan cannot support the United States with 
military means is the Constitution received in the tine of 
General MacArthur* and the reason why the anti-Vietnam v/ar 
force is strong in Japan is that the Japanese people’s way 
of thinking was completely changed under the occupation policy. 

We are making an effort to change them to Japanese-like Japan¬ 
ese, but we are helpless for the time being. The American 
people should understand this point* 

After expressing his following views on the conduct of the 
Vietnam war, Professor Johnson asked for my viewsi 

The purpose of the United States intervention in the Vietnam 
problem is to prevent the development of World War III by check¬ 
ing the advance of Communist China into Southeast Asia.^ How¬ 
ever, Communist China’s policy toward Southeast Asia suffered 
a blow by the political change of Indonesia, and Communist China’s 
policy toward Africa, and Asia completely failed. At the present 
time, the great purpose of preventing World War III is meaningless* 

At the present time, the purpose has become narrowed down to 
the stabilization of the Vietnam situation by assisting the 
Government. A great deal of criticism has begun to appear in 
America and in our/opinion* this criticism is justifiable. As 
many young American lives are being sacrificed,, the purpose of 
the Vietnam war should be made clear* What are your views? (it 
is said that the United States’ position is even against a revo¬ 
lution) . 

The United States is urged to materialize the Honolulu Declara¬ 
tion in order to win the Vietnam people’s support* As a matter 
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of fact, the promotion of the Honolulu Declaration is not 
popular in America because of a strong criticism. Can Japan, 
the Philippines, or other Asian nations give strong support 
to the Honolulu Declaration? 

In response to Professor Johnson's request, I ex¬ 
pressed the following views: 

A. Concerning the point of Ho. ID, it is still difficult to say 
that the advance of Communist China into Southeast Asia, which 
may be the cause of World War III, was checked by the political 
change of Indonesia and Communist China's policy failure in 
Africa and Asia. The United States can stop the advance of 
Communist China into Vietnam. However, Communist China may 
push directly into Laos, Cambodia, Thailand, and Burma, for 
this reason, the great purpose should not be withdrawn* 

B. Concerning the point of Ho. 12), the United States has no other 
alternative but to stabilize the Vietnam situation strategically, 
to suppress the Viet Cong militarily, to carry out a reform 
policy by promoting the Honolulu Declaration politically, and 

to realize two Vietnams (Professor Johnson said that the idea 
of two Vietnams had not come up in America). The United States 
places too much emphasis on the artificial "parliamentary 
democratic government.” In the present stage where the first 
objective is suppressing the Viet Cong, the military regime 
^ should be given all the possible assistance. As Hgiyen Van Thieu 
and Nguyen Cao Ky are both young, old and experienced advisors 
i Japanese, Pilipino, Malayan, or other Asian) should be assigned 
to them in order to conduct the administration skillfully. 

C. Concerning the point of No. IS), if the United States has some 
difficulties in promoting the Honolulu Declaration, the South¬ 
east Asia Development Bank, the Ministrial Council for Southeast 
Asia Development, the League of Asian Nations' Congressmen, 

( these organizations are being promoted by Japan ), the Council 
of Asian Labor Unions, andi the League of Asian Buddhists ( these 
organizations are being planned ), can bo substituted. However, 
as these organizations cannot be managed by South Vietnam alone, 
able and experienced statesmen and economists can be assigned 
as advisors to the leaders of South Vietnam so that they can 
maintain close contact with the United States organizations in 
Vietnam and with their home countries and let the leaders of 
South Vietnam promote the Honolulu Declaration* 






In dealing with the Buddhists of Vietnam, who can easily upset 
the political situation in Vietnam, the United States Govern¬ 
ment may get some Japanese Buddhist statesmen, who are greatly 
interested in the Vietnamese af fairs * 

Professor Johnson was greatly impressed when I sug¬ 
gested the employment of Asian advisors. 

Remarks 


At the beginning of the conversation, I told Pro¬ 
fessor Jo hnson that American scholars and intellectuals usually 
contacted I I in case they wanted to contact 

J apanese scholars and intellectuals. Those who are introduced 
by | I are mostly liberals, and Americans may 

misunderstand the Japanese opinion through them. I gave Pro¬ 
fessor Johnson a warning against this danger. 
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CSA GEN. REG. NO. 27 

UNITED STATES G<§RiRNMENT 

Memorandum 

/ Director, FBI 

Leg^l A'tto/he, TOKYO 


subject : chalmers Johnson 

INFORMATION CONCERNING - 
FOREIGN MISCELLANEOUS 


ALL IMFOPlIftTiaBr OMTAIKflll 

HEREIN IS UmUkSSIWIED 

DATE 09-28-201€ BY 386343T30 ABC 




DATE: 8/30/66 



Attn: FBI Laboratory 


^■4 I 


4 ? 

<r. 


Request the enclosed Japanese _language material, which is described 0 

below, be translated gt] verbatim □ in summary and the translation distributed as indicated. / O 

Description of Material: Report ^5 

Dated 7/ 29/66 _ gnd received here on - Q/jS/GS - 

under classif ication from: KDK Research Institute, 

TokyoI 


Disposition of Material: 

[29 Return to this Office 
I I Retain at Bureau 
I I Other: 


Disposition of translations: 

_1_ copies to San Francis co 

_1_copies to Los Angeles 

_2_ copies to Tokyo- 

_copies to- 


- ■ J. Communication for dissemination to be prepared by Tokyo_ office. 

Remarks: Enclosure relates to one CHALMERS JOHNSON described 

as an Associate Professor at the University of California, 
location not stated. 

_ Tokyo ind ices refle ct reference s to one| I 

| I FBI Number I |date of birtn 

°r[ _| Alabama, who settled in 

. . Japan after discharge from the U. S. A rmed Forces ini _I 

u drf' •^'^g^ ffiand was arrested by Japanese p olj.qft in 

nCH.'jriP ] r'-Mg^ind^vidu hl apparently is 

q//$'/00 noT laentical. " ( \jj 

v. * .Ja V 

Perusal of enclosure Suggests 'that type .or research 
* T* $ in which subject engaged in Japan'may be of interest to the 

/"^r Bureau. . .. —»—«• 

MJS+tto (S J r . *SPF RECORE 


a a r bureau. . . . 

W/jtotU (S ) p . WkW RECORDED 

Los Angeles and San Francisco requested to gigvi‘fB*' 3 n 6 
result of indices check. . / ^ 'jfj .. 

/■_ Mr ^ 

Status: P * ,* * ' * 

r- i-t ♦ t « ___ -1 t i a — _ * *i\f- c\ _ m . 


5 - Bureau - Enc. ( -Foreign Liaison; l-Los/Angeles; i>San Frai^soo) 


(6) 
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UNITED STATES ^pVERNMENT 

Memorandum 


ALL IMFOSllAT I OH ZOBTAIMED 
mm IS OTCLJksgiFIED 
IDAYE 09-.28-2016 BY J8€J43T3Q ADC 




Director, FBI 


Legat, Tokyo 



date: 10/25/66 



(RUC) 


subject: CHALMERS JOHNSON 

INFORMATION CONCERNING - , 

> FOREIGN MISCELLANEOUS 

ReBulet 9/15/66. 

This case was opened for the purpose of determining whether , 
there was any information in the Japanese material received which 
would he of Bureau interest. 

A 

i 

Upon receipt of the translation, it was thoroughly reviewed ; 
and determined that,though interesting in a general way, there was . 
actually nothing deserving of further consideration from the standpoint^ 
of Bureau responsibility. jj-J 

Currently, there are indices checks outstanding with the 
Los Angeles and San Francisco Offices. However, since there is no^ 
further investigation to be conducted bcf this office, this matter is 
being considered RUC .j . * -— 

7-Bureau '/^ ' 

(1 - Liaison Section) ^ 

(2 - San Francisco)// 4 Jjm 
(2 - Los Angeles^/^/^ fay 
1 - Tokyo -—' /f'* ' 

RVP:fo 

( 8 ) _* 

: REC -91 



S~) /'* / 
(/ * 


m e-SASY! 

- $01 ^ ' > , 

f » 

Qdll ^ 'J 
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UNITED STATES GO^^NMENT 


Memorandum 

~°m 


DIRECTOR, FBI 


JkLL INFOEMSiTICM COfcfT&IItfEI) 

HEREIN is uuclsjssified 

DATE 09-.28*“201€ BY J86J43T30 MIG 


date: 11/16/66 


FROM : 


subject: 


b3 

|RUC) b7E 




SAC, LOS ANGELES 

CHALMER^OHNSON 
INFORMATION CONCERNING - 
FOREIGN MISCELLANEOUS 


ReBulet to Legat, Tokyo, 9/15/66. 

Los Angeles indices contain no information identi¬ 
fiable with subject. A review of local telephone directories 
reveals one CHALMERS JOHNSON resides at 1352 South Palm Avenue 3 
La Habra, California, telephone OW 7-1133* / 


On 11/9,15/66 [ 


_reviewed faculty membershj 

lists for the University of Southern California, University o i 
California at Los Angeles, Santa Ana Junior College, Californ 
State College of Fullerton, California State College at Long |l 
Beach, and the University of California at Irvine. The subjec 
was not identified in any of these lists. 


h b7D 


On 11/15/66 Mrs. FLORENCE MOGELEFSKY, Credit Bureau| 
Northern Orange County, Anaheim, California, advised that she 
could locate no record identifiable with CHALMERS JOHNSON, 1352 
South Palm Avenue, La Habra, California. 



Inasmuch as subject is probably employed at the 
University of California at Berkeley, no further investigation 
is being conducted at Los Angeles. 


r_3- Bureau (REGISTE. 
1- Legat, Tokyo' 
1- San Francisco ( 
1- Los Angeles 
NRJ:fet 
(5) 
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UNITED STATES GO^|RNMENT 

Memorarmim 


ALL. IMTOFafikTIOW CONTAINED 

HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 

DATE 09-28-201€ BY JS6J42T30 ADG 


(ii 


DIRECTOR, FBI 


SAN, SAN FRANCISCO 



date: 11/21/66 



subject: CHANGED n\ , (/_ 4 - / 

,> CHALMERS A. JOHNSON ( \U 

INFORMATION CONCERNING V_/f 

MIS0ELL “ V 

' ' Title is changed to CHALMERS A.*,,“JOHNSON by addition 

of middle initial as obtained from UC directory. 

Re Legat, Tokyo, letters to Director 6 / 30/66 and 
10/25/66, and Bulet 9/15/66. 

The 1965-66 University of California Directory (UC) 
lists CHALMERS A. JOHNSON, Associate Professor, Political 
Science Department, Berkeley, residing 105 SA Keith Avenue, 

, Albany, California, telephone 526 - 78 O 8 . His office was in 
{ Room 210, Barrows Hall. It showed further that he was mar- 
\ ried and absent on leave. ,, > 

1 On basis of &bove data, SF FBI Office indices 

reflect following data xdjhi^sh may pertain to JOHNSON: 

s One CHALMER_ JOHNSON was among signers of a 

N, letter dated 6/24/42 at Farmersville, Tulare County, 

California, to Lt. General JOHN L. DeWITT protesting 
J evacuation of Japanese. 

/; On 4/4/5$ an. auto bmring a/License regis- 

l j tered to CHALMER__ A. or EVELYN/JOHNSON, Route 1, Box 168, 
Gridley, California, was observed in % he vicinity of the 
UC Radiation Laboratory, Livermore, California, at a time 
when a vigil was held there by persons protesting nuclear 
weapons tests, according to San Francisco Operations 
Office of the AEC. 

A flier announcing a conference .on "Alternatives 
to Vietnam" to be held on II/ 9/63 in San Francisco listed 
CHALMERS A. JOHNSON, Assistant Professor of Political Sci¬ 
ence, UC Berkeley, as speaking on "The Politics of Guerrilla 

v '3 - Bt2^u4rM) 

1 - Legat, "Tokyo (64-273) r &l%b7' 

1 - San Francisco 

“f res Kcnpr? 

■ ^ 56D.EC." '• ■ 

-gXW- / 











CHALMERS A. JOHNSON 


Warfare.” It described JOHNSON as specializing in Chinese 
studies; spent summer of 1962 in Saigon; author of classic 
study of guerrilla warfare, ^Peasant-JIationa lism and Com¬ 
munist^ Power. 

This flier showed the conference xvas sponsored 
by such groups as the American Friends Service Committee, 
Friends Committee on Legislation, northern California-r 
Nevada Council of Churches’ Commission on International 
Affairs and including Women for Peace of San Francisco, 
Oakland and Berkeley, as well as the Women’s International 
League for Peace and Freedom. 

CHALMERS A. JOHNSON, Political Science, was among 
UC, Berkeley, faculty members signing a telegram to President 
JOHNSON protesting U.S. invasion of the Dominican Republic 
according to an ad, sponsored by the Faculty Peace Committee, 
appearing in ’’The Daily Californian”, UC campus newspaper, 
on 5/13/65. 


Inasmuch as Logat, Tokyo, advised that reviow 
of translation revealed nothing deserving further con¬ 
sideration from the standpoint of Bureau responsibility, 
no investigation of JOHNSON is being undertaken and no 
LHM is being submitted. 
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WAILiu^ 

JAN 9 ICY 

JSjAME CHEC ff 

January 8, 3.968 

CIlAIi^ER^JUOmJSON Sj>Aj>L J P-' 

A _Born :_August_6, 1932. 
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- - - jjq investigation pertinent to your inquiry has 

been conducted by the FBI concerning the captioned 

, Individual, However, the files of this Bureau reveal the 
following information which may relate to the subject 
of your name check request, 

She Kay 13, 1965, issue of "She Bally Californian , n 
a University of California campus newspaper, contained 
an ad, sponsored*by the faculty Peace Committee, listing 
faculty members signing a telegram to President Johnson 
protesting United States Invasion of the Dominican 
Republic. Among the signers was one Chalmers iW Johnson, 
Professor, Political Science Department, University of 
California, i- 1 />• 


Original and 1 - USIA 
Request Received - 1/8/68 

GWP :wdd A r \ P 

(4) JrJ'" 

tj 


WAU IS 






22 TO _* 1 -■-r-- 

REQ. REC*D.xv..^ZI be ,/\ , , ‘ 

APR 3 1968 b7c -a\\: *' * “ . w iJrf 

A NS. -v ___ — 

B 1 l—.— d&tu- ,. 

This document contains neither recommendation nor conclusions of the FBI « - It vs theproperty of the FBI, and is 
loaned to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside. yQut pgency. This reply is result of ch< 
of FBI investigative files* To check arrest records, request must be submitted to FBI Identification Division* 
Fingerprints are necessary for positive check. 1 ' t ~ • 
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